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Mrs. Jacqueline Kennedy is determined 
that the fabric of history will not be adorned 
with the thread of her raw emotions, a source 
who has read the manuscript of William Man- 
chester’s “The Death of a President” said 
today. 

Her objective is not censorship but the 
protection of her private feelings from public 
exploitation. 

Her battle is designed not to toy with the 
procession of history but to prevent a parade 
of her anguished confidences before the 
public. 

Along the narrow, sometimes nearly in- 
visible line tracing the boundary between the 
historically significant and the deeply inti- 
. mate lies the area' of argument. 

And divorce — of the historical from the 
personal— forms the core of the controversy. 

The source emphasized that Mrs. Ken- 
nedy maintains without objection Manches- 
ter’s right to set down and interpret — avep if 



erroneously — matters of historical signifi- 
cance. 

Had Manchester’s account reflected upon 
her unfavorably as First Lady, as wife, as 
mother, still — the source stressed — Mrs. Ken- 
nedy would not have moved to block pub- 
lication. 

She recoils from his use of confidences 
she uttered to him in the belief that she was 
fully protected by the memorandum of un- 
derstanding signed by Manchester and Sen. 
Robert F. Kennedy and reserving the right of 
final approval to her and the Senator. 

What she told Manchester, what he read 
of her letters and those of her daughter, 
Caroline, Mrs. Kennedy considered back- 
ground information that would be useful to 
him. She intended him to understand but not 
to publish this intimate material. 

The sources made clear again and again 
that there is no quarrel over fact and docu- 
mentation. 

The fight focuses on matters concerning 
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a husband and a wife, a father 
■ and' a child. 

Sources ether than the one 
who explained Mrs. Kennedy’s 
attitude, have speculated that 
her determination to seek an 
injunction against publication 
of Manchester’s work by Look 
magazine on Jan. J.0 and by 
Harper & Row in April is based 
on passages reportedly recount- 
ing. 

• How she stood in a corri- 
dor in Parkland Hospital in 
Dallas while doctors worked 
over her husband’s body. A 
priest nearby holding a rosary 
repeatedly encouraged her to 
bend down, and kiss the beads 
and employed such words as 
“honey” and “sweetie” in an 
attempt to comfort her until 
a Presidential aide discouraged 

• How Mrs. Kennedy in- 
sisted, over the objections of 
a nurse who wanted to spare 
her the sight of the President’s 
wounds, on entering the operat- 
ing room after Jier husband 
was pronounced dead. “You 
wouldn’t want to see what is in 
there,” the nurse said. Mrs. 
Kennedy replied “I can decide' 
that for myself,” and went in.| 
The top of the President’s head' 
was covered with a sheet, hid- 
ing the wound. 

• How Mrs. Kennedy chose 
the pink suit she was wearing 
at the time of the assassina- 
tion, and how the President 
reportedly was disturbed when 
he learned .that the Dallas 
weather would be cold because 
he knew his wife would be 
angry after having packed 
warm weather clothes. 

CHOICE | 

« How Sen. Ralph Yar- 
borough and Gov. John Con- 
nally, both of Texas argued | 
about which of them was to ; 

the President’s car, and j 
i^^Sasident Kennedy' had to t 
step in to resolve the dispute ] 
by choosing Connally to ac- ] 
company him. j 

The source who explained , 
f Mrs. Kennedy’s attitude de- ‘ 
clined to pinpoint specific pas- j 
jf. sages that formed the basis of . 

her resolve to take Manchester, | 
f hook and Harper &, Row to . 
£ court, pointing out that no ser- 
g ;vice would be performed by . 
i ’airing those sections Mrs. Ken- 
p nedy hoped to eliminate. 

Instead, the source reiterated 
that she had no quarrel with 
matters of historical fact and 
significance, including passages! 


dealing with President Johnson. | 
The source spoke regretfully 
of the breakdown in negotia- 1 
tions ' between the Kennedy’s® 
. and Manchester, and said that, 
if discussions had continued,. 
Mrs. Kennedy’s representative 
would have been told to decide 
all questions by attempting to 
determine what was historical 
and what was personal — and 
to resolve all doubts in favor 
of history. 

EMBARRASSMENT 
However, the source said, 
Mrs. Kennedy’s confidences 
were not matters of historical ' 
significance and were, never in-} 
tended to be quoted. 

The passages she objected to,! 
the source said, 'left the reader 
with a feeling of embarrass- 
ment although they did not 
dominate the manuscript. In 
the source’s opinion, they mani- 
fested the author’s poor judg- , 
ment and their elimination 
would improve the book. 

It is unlikely that the case 
to .be argued before Justice S. 
Saul Streit in State Supreme ’ 
Court next Tuesday will air the 
crucial passages. 

The courtroom battle will be 
. as legal as its foundation is. 
emotional. 

At issue is the memorandum 
of understanding giving the 
right of approval' to Mrs. Ken- 
nedy and her brother-in-law, 
and barring publication before 
Nov. 22, 1968. • ; 

In an effort to prove that 
the terms of the original agree- 
ment were subsequently altered, - 
the defendants are expected to 
cite a telegram and letter from 
Robert F. Kennedy saying that I ’ 
the Kennedy family would not 1 
stand in the way of publication i 
of his work. 

Wording is the lawyers’ bat- 
tleground. 

The heart is Mrs. Kennedy’s. 



